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Upon reconsideration of the claims, a rejection under 35 USC § 1 12, second paragraph, is 
presented below. The delay in setting forth the rejection is regretted. 

Claims 1 14-119 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. Claim 1 1 1 is allowed. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 3, 5-11, 13-15, 17-76, 80-108, 112 and 113 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

With respect to claims 1, 22, 23, 80 and 82, and therefore to all of the instant claims 
which depend therefrom, the phrases "comparable to the size of said cell", "comparable to the 
size of the cells or bodies of cells" or "comparable to the size of a single cell" are unclear, as the 
word "comparable" is not defined in either the prior art or the instant specification in a 
quantitative fashion. It is not clear what degree of variation from the size of any particular cell in 
question would be regarded as "comparable". As such, the metes and bounds of the claims are 
not clear. 

In claim 5, the term "pre-selected" is unclear, as it does not present a clear limitation. 
Pre-selection in the instant context is merely an inherent outcome of any design choice, and 
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design choice is made in the practice of any of the embodiments of the claimed invention. Thus, 
the meaning of the claim is made unclear by this term. 

Claim 6 recites "specific cell type". However, as any cell type is what it is, it is not 
apparent how one type is "specific" and another is not. As such, the meaning of the claim is 
unclear. 

Also in claim 6, the "cell type" is positioned, whereas in fact a "cell" is positioned. As 
such, the claim is confusing. 

In claim 8, and therefore in claims 9 and 10 which depend therefrom, the verb "are" 
should be "is". As presently drafted, the claim is grammatically incorrect. 

In claim 9, and therefore claim 10 which depends therefrom, the term "pre-determined" is 
unclear, as it does not present a clear limitation. Pre-determination in the instant context is 
merely an inherent outcome of any design choice, and design choice is made in the practice of 
any of the embodiments of the claimed invention. Thus, the meanings of the claims are made 
unclear by this term. 

Claim 13 recites "said introducing". However, there is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this phrase. 

In claim 21, both occurrences of the word "molecules" should be "molecule". As 
drafted, the claim is grammatically incorrect. 

In claim 49, the term "pre-selected" is unclear, as it does not present a clear limitation. 
Pre-selection in the instant context is merely an inherent outcome of any design choice, and 
design choice is made in the practice of any of the embodiments of the claimed invention. Thus, 
the meaning of the claim is made unclear by this term. 
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Also in claim 49, the term "pre-determined" is unclear, as it does not present a clear 
limitation. Pre-determination in the instant context is merely an inherent outcome of any design 
choice, and design choice is made in the practice of any of the embodiments of the claimed 
invention. Thus, the meanings of the claims are made unclear by this term. 

Also in claim 49, the term "characteristics" is unclear in the present context, as anything 
can be understood to have a virtually infinite set of characteristics. Thus, it is not clear what 
actual limitation the use of this term places on the claim. 

Claim 50 recites the phrase "control of properties". However, since essentially any 
aspect of anything may be regarded as a "property" of that thing, it is unclear what is being 
controlled in the instant claim. 

Claim 80 recites "a apparatus". However, "an apparatus" is grammatically correct. 

Claim 1 12 recites the phrase "generally parallel". However, the term "generally" is 
relative, and lacks a precise meaning both in the prior art and in the instant specification. 

Claim 1 13 recites the phrase "generally planar". However, the term "generally" is 
relative, and lacks a precise meaning both in the prior art and in the instant specification. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James S. Ketter whose telephone number is 571-272-0770. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Low can be reached on 571-272-0951. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JSK 

14 August 2009 

/James S. Ketter/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1636 



